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selecting participants into CETA and reported substantially more negative net impacts (a ränge of -$515 to -$1,303 for young men and -$23 to -$391, but statistically insignificant, for young women).
It appears, therefore, that the primary differences in the net-impact estimates are based not in the time-consuming creation of comparison files, but in the preliminary screening of the CPS and CLMS files and in the specification of an earnings model. The Supported Work study by Mathematica provides similar evidence that the particular procedure used to select a comparison sample is less important than the net-impact estimation model (a fixed-effects estimator led to a more negative result than a linear model of postprogram earnings).
The basic goal in selecting a comparison file from the CPS is to find a group of individuals who closely resemble the CETA participants from the CLMS. Lacking a true (experimental) control group, a comparison group procedure is a next-best approach for comparing the earnings and employment outcomes of those who participate with those who do not. Net-impact estimates in these analyses are simply the coefficient on program participation in an earnings regression that controls for background characteristics and other earnings-related differences in a composite sample of youths from CLMS and CPS.2
Three basic techniques of selecting a comparison file have been used in these studies:
 1.	random sampling of CPS cases screened only for program
eligibility;
 2.	stratified cell matching whereby a list of earnings-related
variables is generated, CLMS participants are arrayed across cells by
these variables, and CPS cases are matched and weighted to produce a
similar distribution of participants and nonparticipants. Substantial
"collapsing" of cells is required since the number of cells is large
even for a small list of variables; and
 3.	statistical matching based on predicted values of earnings or
the "nearest neighbor" technique of minimizing a distance function of c
weighted sum of differences in earnings-related characteristics of the
individual.
Several tests of the "success" of the CPS match are available. These are similarity in demographic or background characteristics
2If earnings functions could be correctly specified, a close matching of the CLMS and CPS data files would not be so important. But known nonlinearities, interactions of variables, and other complexities of labor market behavior across the population at large make impact estimates from a simple, linear and additive model highly suspect. Breaking down the files into subgroups (äs by sex and race for the Urban Institute and by sex and program activity for Westat and SRI) would handle some matching of youths on other earnings-related characteristics and would also make net-impact estimation more precise for the ränge of people who are likely to enroll in CETA.

